Remarks 

Claims 15, 17-19, and 21-24 were previously pending in the application. After entry 
of the response Claims 15, 17-19, and 21-24 will be pending. Reconsideration is 
respectfully requested based on the following remarks. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 15, 19, and 23 for various informalities. 

As indicated above, Claim 15, 19, and 23 have been amended accordingly. 

Claim Rejection 35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 19, 23, and 24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ouchi et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,320,691), herein referred to as "Ouchi". 

Of the above-referenced claims, Claims 19 and 23 are independent. Accordingly, 
once allowability of these claims is established, all claims depending therefrom are likewise 
allowable. 

Preliminarily, Applicants note that in both the Final Office Action dated November 
24, 2008 and the present Office Action the Examiner has failed to specifically indentify by 
reference number elements of Ouchi that correspond to the elements recited in Applicants' 
Claims 19 and 23, as well as Claim 15 below. More specifically, only a single reference 
number (20) is used in the present Office Action to indentify a tape carrier package of 
Ouchi. Applicants respectfully submit that when intervals and relationship between various 
elements are recited in the claims, it becomes difficult to reply to an Office Action when 
those intervals and relationships are simply copied by the Examiner and indicated as being 
disclosed by the cited art. Accordingly, if a subsequent action on the merits is mailed, 
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Applicants would appreciate if the Examiner would provide a more detailed action in which 
the various elements of the cited art are ^identified by specific number and figure. 

Claim 19 recites, "the tape carrier packages being arranged such that center lines of 
the conductive lead groups of the tape carrier packages are spaced from each adjacent other 
at first interval ... a plurality of conductive land groups formed on the substrate and 
disposed parallel to and spaced apart from each other such that center lines of the land 
groups are spaced apart from each adjacent other at second intervals . . . wherein the second 
intervals are respectively smaller than the first intervals". 

Claim 23 recites, "forming land groups that correspond one-to-one with each of the 
tape carrier packages on a substrate such that intervals between center lines of the land 
groups are respectively smaller than intervals between center lines of the tape carrier 
packages". 

In this regard, the tape carrier packages 200a-200h and land groups 120a-120h are as 
shown below in Applicants' Figures 3A and 3B. 



Applicants' subject matter includes a second interval between center lines of land 
groups adjacent to each other that is smaller than a first interval between center lines of the 
tape carrier packages adjacent to each other, before combining a printed circuit board with 
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the TCP. After thermo-compression bonding the TCP to the printed circuit board, each of 
the conductive lands is aligned with each of the TCPs. 

As indicated by the Examiner, Ouchi merely discloses that a first pitch between 
connection electrodes 1 1 adjacent to each other is smaller than a second pitch between input 
electrode leads 9a adjacent to each other (column 8, lines 40-43). Each connection 
electrodes 1 1 corresponds to Applicants' conductive leads of the land group, not the land 
group. Furthermore, each of the input electrode leads 9a corresponds to the conductive 
leads of Applicants' TCP, not the TCP. 

Accordingly, Ouchi fails to disclose, teach, or otherwise suggest the first interval, the 
second interval, and the relationship between the first and second interval as recited in 
Applicants' Claims 19 and 23. 

For at least this reason, Applicants respectfully submit independent Claims 19 and 
23, and all claims depending therefrom are patentable. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Claim Rejections 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 15, 18, 19, 22, and 23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Conventional Art Admitted by Applicants in view of Ouchi. 

Of the above-referenced claims, Claim 15 is independent. Accordingly, once 
allowability of that claim is established, all claims depending therefrom are likewise 
allowable. 

Similar to Claims 19 and 23, Claim 15 recites, "arranging the tape carrier packages 
along a common axis such that center lines of the tape carrier packages, which are 
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substantially perpendicular to the common axis, wherein the central lines of the tape carrier 
package adjacent to each other are spaced apart from each other at respective first intervals; 
forming a plurality of land groups on the printed circuit board . . . center lines of the land 
group s . . . being spaced apart from each adjacent other at respective second intervals . . . the 
respective second intervals are smaller than the respective first intervals" (emphasis added). 

As indicated and explained above, Ouchi merely discloses that a first pitch between 
connection electrodes 1 1 is smaller that a second pitch between input electrodes 9a, but the 
connection electrodes 1 1 and input electrodes 9a do not correspond to Applicants TCPs and 
land groups. 

Therefore, referring to the figure below and the Ouchi reference, when a first interval 
is defined as a space between the center lines of two TCPs 4 adjacent to each other and 
when a second interval is defined as a space between the center lines of two electrode 
groups adjacent to each other, the first and second intervals are the same . 
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Accordingly, the Conventional Art admitted by Applicants and Ouchi fail to 
disclose, teach, or otherwise suggest that a second interval between center lines of land 
groups is smaller than a first interval between centers lines of adjacent TCPs, as recited in 
Applicants' Claim 15 

For at least this reason, Applicants respectfully submit independent Claim 15, and all 
claims depending therefrom are patentable. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Conclusion 

In view of the remarks set forth above, it is submitted that the application is now in 
condition for allowance. Authorization is given to charge any fees due or credit any 
overpayments in regard to this communication to deposit account 50-5029 . If the Examiner 
has any questions or concerns, a telephone call to the undersigned at (408) 331-1682 is 
welcomed and encouraged. 

Certification of Electronic Transmission 

Certificate of Transmission: I hereby certify that this correspondence is 
being transmitted to the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
(USPTO) via the USPTO's EFSOWeb electronic system on: 

October 5, 2009 

Typed or printed name of person signing this certificate: 
Mark A. Pellegrini 

/Mark A. Pellegrini/ 



Innovation Counsel LLP 

21771 Stevens Creek Boulevard, Suite 200 
Cupertino, California 95014 
Direct: (408) 331-1682 
Telephone: (408) 331-1670 
Facsimile: (408) 725-8263 
E-mail: mpelLej^rjni^ 

Page 9 of 9 Appl. No.:09/993,503 



Respectfully submitted. 



/Mark A. Pellegrini/ 
Mark A. Pellegrini 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 50,233 



